
If not through connections with "The Mexican Connection," the CIA was, to Nixon's 
and his henchmen's knowledge / vulnerable to other pressures because it had broken the law 
for Mm with and through Hunt prior to the break-in, the first arrests and the ens uin g 
consternation throughout the government,, 



Ehrlichman's cited testimony is far from all the so-called investigations, all of 
which were whitewashes, which is expectable given the sacred cow status of the CIA 
in the Congress „ 

How little interested the Congress is in watching the CIA, even when it crosses 

over into publicized criminal activity and the supposedly precluded domestic-intelligence 

Democratize^ 

ar<#/ is shown by the statement of a spokesman for Senator Henry Jackson of Washington, who 
is hardly anti-Establishmentarian and is not of his party's liberal wing. The Senator wae- 
going-te- "is going to take the matter up with the CIA," this spokesman said of reports 
of this domestic intelligence activity,, 

What would one expect it to say or do? 



jiNe. iLAh hii^t on Pos t of May 3, 1 973* this quotation is follwed by the 
observation, "The oversight committee has not met since Senator Russell's death." 

Richard 13. Russell gave up his oversight responsibilities long before his death, tuf- 
as of the time of the stony he had been dead almost two and a half years 0 

The only public testimonay was taken by the Senate Watergate committee. The other 
committees of both House^that had any kind of jurisdiction held their hearings in secret. 
Had they not tkxxlizxtaryxaf and had they not held of - after all, inferences of CIA \ 

involvement were in the very earliest stories - the history of The Watergate if not of 



the country might have been different. 

Even the Senate foreign delations Committee got into the act. In secret, of course. 



when it considered ^the nominations of Helms to be ambassador to jL ran, 



, — fcnree aDoearar 



„ /The 



£ 



I , 

'before this committee, on February 5, 1973 V/ was hj 



/ public appearance before any Congressional comidttee. ‘ e had then been in CIA for 26/jf^J. 
luntiljhej ^t sie and a half, when he was director in~dirty-worics) (which he bossed ^rior" 



(to ) becoming boss of the whole tiling. (Phila Inq 2/6/73) 

hov/ much more secret, non-public, can the head of any federal agency be? How much 
farthur removed from any supervision? 

The truth is Nixon fired him, under the most exceptional of circumstance - and months 
only before his mandatory retirement, which is vindictive, even for Nixon 0 The as&es of 
hostory s most ourruo ted election had. nor yet cooled before he did it, beginning with 
wha.t he so protests when he doesn^t like them*, leaks. They were hardly separated from 
Nixon when, like the UPI story from Key Biscayne on December 3, 1972, beginning "Richard 
Nelms will soon leave his post", attributed to "Administration sources." (NYTimes 12/4/72) 
Other people, like Robert Mullen, have Key Biscayne homes, but can "Administration 

II 

sources from Key Biscayne be any other than Nixon's personal staff g 

Then there were leaks that Atomic Energy Commission Chairman James R. Schlesinger 
would replace Helms. December 17 he said the job had not been offered to Mm. (P 0 st 12/18/72) 
Pour days later Ms appointeraent was annnounced, by Mullen s neighbor in Key Biscayneo 
(Post 12/23.72) 

There is an irony in sending him off to Iran. In 1953 the CIA had overthrown the 
emotional and independent Mo ssad egh ^vernmenty considered one of the real coups, equal'll 



or great thaftf Guatemala ,( jjiside the dirty trickery^ One of the better accounts of this M- 
operation is in Wise and Ross* The Invi sible Government * ) 



Countless commentaries are available to argue that Nixon haM other than indulging 



-- Vv 



sl-v 



rxndictiveness(in mind ly ousting Helms under such extraordinary circumstances, as soon as 

t>uhl<-h kivttw'n 

the election was over and so close to mandatory retirement. rhut phe ^give-aways are the - 

brevity of Schlesinger' s stay as Director, Central Intelligence (he was sohn made Sec- 

„ . (4tl>ro 

retary of Defense^ amK-the closeness to retiremement and the fact that the United States 
Ambassador in Iran was acceptable to Nipfon and had hardly adjusted to the desert sands and 
the stanch of oil before he was replaced. (p{K^~ ^ t'l&V'tyJ <^i( (JOk) 

oW 

The/ factor other than Watergate was"reorganization" of the CIA. In fact it was 
evisceration, ending the only independent intelligence analysis of any major cons equence 
other than that by those departments most involved, the military and the ^dd^^atT^^ 

In early 1973 the think-pieces started rolli.g off the presses. But the real con 



ri • 



there woukd be no check on the military's 




,;hen the personification of all the military errors of the age, General Daniel 0 o Graham, 



a militaryGin.telligence man, published an article in Army m agazine fsr just before 
Schlesinger picked him foyiaembership in the Intelligence Resources Advisory Board and 
that article argued that the Pentagon should have exclusive jurisdttcion in analyzing 
strategic military intelligence, the real purpose was hardly hidden® 

Helms' firing v/as accompanied by a drastic reorganization of intelligence back to 

v 0 Xr£ ., { k< £ir£ L 

its major defect that caused creation of^aafxnde pendent , civilian intelligence agency* Wfi-J i 
save-for bhc-eest* (^estimated at a total of overslxwid up to eight billions of dollars 
a year 0 (Times 4/30/73) 



When the military starts criticizing the judgement of the military and the diplomats 



that of the 



^A\ 4n.Lv'^ij [ peJi 0)\s-</h / >/~h k\. i.4# /Aajui 1b 

huilV) Xui^kiAK CfrU, 1 



■ V 



&it getting the ClA pretty much out of this kind of intelligence and analysis was 

’b<C 0 mi fj 

a nice bribe to the military, not a short-range^ gesture by a President abotrir-4e-be 
s\y\ /V^ 

i rnpeachRfl^ n;r n.rvndili nna t.hpn uero, 

It was also to add emphasis to the least necessary and most undesirable function 

of any spokery, claciestine operations, or dirty tricks® 

A 

As Jack Anderson pointed out in his March 8, 1973 column, in the "feubarn exile 

1 1 nJT 

community" aldine there is"a pool of -tealrit which was trained by the CIA and is available 
for 'dirty tricks®’ This talent has been used at one time or another by a number of 
federal agencies for missions of questionable legality, inside and outside the u nited 



States®" 

The folks who gave us Watergate and many other Nixon operations not investigated® 

The extent to which federal agencies train and equip all sorts of anti-social elements 
for their special needs o if" any whim and then turn them loose, too often equipped to wreak 
havoc on people, property and political affairs is not well known. x t is fact® 




If the FBI has done more than any agency should, the CIA is supposed not to have any 
domestic functions of this character. Its lack of a fig-leaf it overcomes by raw power and 
fear of crifiizing it„ That is a political liability. 

^nTpfranlc Fiorini/Sturgis is a long-time Anderson informant. Anderson appealed and appear^ 
on Ms behalf when it came time for bail. 

Large quantities of deafih-dealing materials intended for but not used in the Bay <of 
Pigs are still around to deal death. 

Thanks to the folks who gave us the Bay of Pigs, from Nixon to Hunt. 




Bullets used to ^ill Hastth- Nashville liquor store essisasx operator Lavorte Clay 
Smith, 28, were manufactured originally to be used iii/the abortive Bay of Pigs..o" 
the Nashville papers reported on April 15,(l9p>, telling of the police investigation that' 
proved the bullets were "manufactured for ©la-controlled businesses." 

** Explosives ued in five bombings in Los Angelse last July 19 came originally from ^ 
the Central Intelligence Agency r®m2T. .two FBI agents testified" in a case of "15 
ehargasSiS counts of illegally possessing anT^dis charging explosives," the Associated 
Press reported December 30, 1968. One of the two men charged reported accurately to the 
police "that after the Bay of Pigs invasion, explosives could be found anywhere in the 
Miami area." (T-P 12/31/68) 

These five bombings in three hours are a minor sample of the death and destruction 
caused by the CIA-trained and -provided for, from coast to coast. The best-known cases are 
oi those calling themselves "Cuban Power." It was no big deal for them to attack a ship 

in an American port. Perhaps the best-knovfl case is the shelling of the United Nations 
^.ttildingo 

/ "CIA May Scrap Airline It Doesn't Need; Plan to Sell Southern Air Transport Stirs 

Controversy," ls the headline on one of a series of late August and early September, 1973 
stories in Thejfas^ton Post and The New York Times- The CIA has domestic airlines if." 
its own, tax-payer financed. 

Beginning with a N^^brk_TiE^ December 17,1972 story headed VI 4 City Policemen Got 

C..u A. x raining" it came out that the CIA had actually been training city police departments 
in its arcane skills. To believe the CIa explanation is to believe that without it police 



could not keep records. And for what is there the FBI k&sdnmj Academy? From one/wHo^bolT 
that training I knov; the explanation^/ is false, a cover for still another form of CIA 
intrusion into domestic life. 




Philadelphia was shocked to find that the hone of 



Fassnacht was bulging 



with tl\e widest assortment of automatic weapons and explosives. He was CIA, then engaged 
in clandestine activities overseas, under cover, as the story unfolec first in the 

A 

newspapers and then in courto 



? 



The slander case filed by Eeril Heine in 1964 came to trial in cdnasxig&S 

federal district court in Baltimore in June, 1969. The court held that the CIA has the 
right to order agents in the United States to slander others. (Post 6/9/69) The 
Supreme Court upheld the decision. The Washington Post 's May 20, 1971 account begins, 

"The Supreme Court refused to review a lower court's decision that immunized a Central 
Intelligence Agency operative from a law-suit for slander uttered 'in the line of duty."' s -‘ 

^ There are countless cases similar to the foregoing. The spooks are part of our life 

ll</yy 1 it 

and there seems to be nothing we can do about their flirty tricks. These people do what the 
CIA tells them to do and on their own they do what the CIA taught them to do, sometimes 
with what the CIA gave them. 

When this is so well known in the Cuban community and when Nixon through Hunt drew 
not only on this Cuban community but on those who had for years been performing precisely 
these "duties" for the CIA, the claim of the arrested Cubans that they believed they were 
serving the Government on urgent "national security" matters is not without credibility, 
especially when the political beliefs of these revanchists are understood. Barked told the 



Watergate committee that Hunt told him the assignment was above CIA, that important. 
(lH557ff) There is no doubt in my mind that not only the Cubans but the entire crew 
believed this fascist doctrine p as did those for whom they did their dirty tricks, all 
of which have not been exposed and most of which have been deliberately avoided in the 

'* it 

investigations. 



Even those confessed ! 
so-called 

Of all the/investigations of the CIA's role withxtfeaxHEXEn in the activities of those. ‘ 

* - 

charged) after the first of thc/ch&rged/break-ins , only that of the (Watergate conmdteeA/as. 



public. It took the testimony of helms, Cushman and V/alters August 2 and 3, 1974o (8H3232ff; 
and 9H3403ff.) This testimony fell roughly into too parts, the CIA's assistance to Hunt 
in his White House operations anu White House pressure on CIA to deter the FBI investigation 



and then to accept blame for the burglary. 



'tS 



The original request for this illicit CIA help in illicit 'White House acts was^ Cushman 

in a "call on July 7, 1971 from Mr. Ehrlichman who said that Howard n unt had been hired 

...on security matters, thatfjhe would be coming to see me, and could I lend him a hand, or ' 

Two 

words to that effect." (8H3290ff). xh internal CIA memo? heref"sanitized" to remove well- 
known names, expresses the concern felt insiue the agency as Hunt made increasing demands 



upon its ^tgetEx ”l27)) 



-hr -M 
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Zb August 197 1' ■ * 



•. ,r T -» ; v'c •. 'j f-;o -:m| »x*st fdf Guidance on IyxtenA oi Assistance to 
Mr. Ho w rd Hunt 



Mr . , Deputy Chief*' TSD, called Lo.ei^press 

JhonCcro abdut l he extent of support being requested by Mr,, iloward 
•iVr;i:, foriTier Agency office r who is a White Home consultant 

Z. Mr. Hunt's original request in July was lor assistance 
in obtaining a physical disguise and false documentation which would 
pextriifc him to interview people under pseud onytn without risk of 
UHac; recognized later. Ha v/as also provided with. a tape recorder 
, concealed in a battered typewriter case.- Mr. Ho . that the 

I tec hrt ical : support was needed in connection with an extremely sensi- 
y tive White Housd project. He insisted that those who provided him 
I with ~. upoo rt not be av his identity. His contacts y/ith T?D ; 

I pf f H a rs w<3 r: e conducted iu pseudonym. Mr. Huxu sAid that tVu.-. 
request lor Agency support had been ‘cleared with Mr. H rb.cn/nari 
of the White House staff* General Cushman discussed Mr. Hunt’s 
request with the Director and received his permission t ;> authorize 
I Tc D top ro vide assistance/. 

3* Mr< said 1 that Mr, Hunt had requested additional ' 

I .support since the initial: project. ' : He- asked TSD to- furnish a dis- 
I ,gu i s e: and document atiph to > colleague whom he ide tit i f j ed only b y 
j ^xudonym; Mr, Hunt has been given two sets of false teeth, one 
I of ’ which changes his . pattern of speech/ one with a missing touch . 

1 On Z 5 August he asked- for and received training in clandestine ; 
lohotrwrarihy and was given a concealed camera iri o rde r to photogra 
■ - individual in a poorly lighted corridor.- According to Mr, 

r. Hunt said that he needed the ca • connection with a /'new 

.ssVgnment”. Mr. r.oiod that Mr. Hunt now a a 

ronsidarable amount oC so acini materials. The clandestine camera 

a particularly' sensitive since it could plausibly be aSBOCiated with 
h- Agency. I noted that: there wa a also the question of its use nv 
clandestine. activity and told Mr, that 1 would 

•/port his call promptly and obtain guidance. 



/ 



f)v(, /l <Hi 14/ ^ 6/ ^ h a ff' 



"TSD" is technical services 
This admitted help in ’’national security” matters was described by Cushman as no 
more than the Hunt representation that”he had been charged with a highly sensitive mission 
..•.an interview of a person whose ideology he was not certain of, and that he felt he 
had to disguise himself to conduct this interview, and requested that the Agency provide 
him with the materials to establish that aliasood considered it a one-time interview, as 
he stateu it, was perfectly OK*” (8H3292) 

One violation of the lav/, one intelligence intrusion into domestic affairs that is 

A 

illegal, ’’was perfectly OK. | 

/* 

The "technical” equipment provided Hunt exceeded what this "interview” required and 
the CIA knew ito Perhaps this explains Nixon’s selection of Cushman, his .old friend, as 

/ilm 

second man at CIA and his replacement by another old friend, Walters o' .-^Hhad his men 




icjsei 



n a 



where he wanted them and these two acted as his men, not as publiej/servants, in the entire 
affair. 

ffe 

That "highly sensitive mission" that Nixon called top "national security" was 
many missions non e involving any rational concept of national security. Besides, 






this is not a dictatorship ana were the "national security” claim legitimate, there are 



k / 



/U (Li ffhti 



(pJt 



) 



agencies (Trained to perform these functions. Hoes anyone doubt the ability of the FBI to 

/\ y/ 

do tl\is kind of 4uf v? 

The publicized "national security" cases were Ste"highly sensitive" because they were 




all illegal^ all political. The best publicized v/as the burglary of the psychiatrist 
to whom Daniel Ellsberg iiad gone 0 Ehrlichraan, Egil Krogh, Liddy and some of the ^uban 

t 

gang ./ere indicted for it f#rst in Los Angeles and later in a Washington indictment of 

March 7, 1974* v/hen the Los Angeles case jwas dism issed except for a charge^of jrerjdring' 

^ 7 — — /--• , 

Q himsel f ) before the Los Angeles grand jury^y^hrlicto^t This is sufficient answer to the 

Nixon false pretense. It was common crime for political purposes, as was the other charged 

j/i 

break-in, of the Democrats' headquarters. 



\ 




Of all the other "highly sensitive missions" of utmost "national security" need, 

ovj/ 

those that were acknowledged in one way or another never really investigated are 

the (Bennett ^ughes^and De, Motte endeavors (De Motte was to produce what could defame 
■1 






oa 



on 



7 (A) 



Bhrlichraan, who sought to isolate himself from his pressures on the Cl a, told Dean 
ft KH /•> 

to teli' Nixon's crony-generals how they got ’where they are# l( H )\. This was 

y ' 

putting it bluntly enough, ith the i nlie ret threat that their careers could end fasto 



Cushman and Bhrlichiaan were friends going back more than a decade, to I960, which 
is eight years before Nixon took over the V/hite House, When Hunt appeared in Cushman's 
office, Cushman sent a personal greeting back to his old friend Ehrlichman, C 



8 



/If _ 

Senator Eward ^Yedciy" Kennedy) and a Hunt "interview" with Dita Beard, the ITT lobbyist'" 7 ’' 1 *^ " 
who put it in writing that ITT had bought Nixon administration help in an anti-trust 
case in return for a gift of up to $>400,000 to the reOelection convention* 

Vi hen Jack Anderson broke the story, &rs» Beard disappeared* There is the uninvesti- 
gated story that Liddy spirited her out of town 0 Hunt’s "interview" was to get her to 
disavow her memo and to give a different story. He succeeded* 

In addition to these there were a whole series of what are called "bag jobs" similar 
to the two break-ins that resulted in indictments and convictions* If all of them were 
not reported, many were and none was investigated by the ’Watergate committee* Putting 
the Nixon/Hunt gang at the scene of the crimes was child's play from expense accounts, 

jf 

anu if the commitee did not have them it did not uqnt them, The^jj/ were available under // 
subpena* The Department of Justice did get them and did place no charges, not even when /j S 



/ 



it had witnesses, not even after confessions beg’an# ^ 

a J 

Th-gre were also a whole series of urgent "national defense" concers revolving around 

u 

interferences with the conventions of both parties, to defame the Democrats and create 

-flukh 



pandemonium and, of course, to spylr'and to build synpathy for Nixon with phoney 

"hippies" and "left-wing" demonstrations against him. 

The ^commitee had the responsibility; stated in the title it printed on its hearings, 

to investigate and report on all "presidential Campaign Activities of 1972" and the 

Department of Justice had the duty to enforce the laws, not just those it and Nixon wanted 

enforced -ami including those Nixon violated* 

Paralleling the Nixon/Hunt gang operation and coinciding with the earlier work of 

the Nixon so-called "Special Investigations ^nit" which emailed itself "The Plumbers" was 

another dirty-works operation under Ehrlichman by. a couple of former iJ ew York City 

( H M ') ' 

squad" veterans, Jack Caulfield and( Tony ) Ulasewicz* Caulfield was pushed high in the — 

A r confessed 

government and Ulasewicz did most of the ^jjsying* He wax also xxvoivgXxin paying off the 

defendants ia- c o 1 lab e ra Li un ~ w 1t h Herbert iSalmbacn. ( ) Ulaswwisz's real 

work was the dirtiest, looking for what Nixon co ulcPtnmr't'd "defame his enemies, partjiculaplj^v^’ 

^ uu itmc y • 

Teddy Kennedy over the Chappaquiddick incident but not it alone* lie was " there immediately-''''^ 
and asked the^dirtiesx^Leading questions while posing as a reported and paid by ^ta^mone^^^C 



8A 



/yC-f A /Cud / / C/JirO 

(Kalmbach coined a plea* He was sentenced to a soft-touch ( months /W-—- -y e -r s— 

Ch^yjihs) 

by "Maximum John" Sirica, the original judge in the original case* /Compared to the original 

sentences, over six years for Liddy and eight for Hunt,"l%ximum John” like Judge Hart 

with Kleindiest ^minimized more the closer those he sentenced were to Nixon and the ‘white 

House o Hart praised the felon former Attorney General an saw to it that Kleindienst 
of the only 30 tovthich he sentenced him 

served not a day/and paid not a cent of Ms insignificant SI 00 fine a All the lawyers, all 
close to Nixon and all the non-operating types of "white collar” crime who did go to jail 
were sent not to the tough and roughj£ ones but to the softer-life "minimum security” 
institutions, some even with golJs courses and no fences©) 



\ 



C 



as Caulneld was in such other "national security" matters as breaking into the home of 
respected syndicated columnist Joseph Kraft to bug him, a project already taken care of 
by the FBI and requiring a second second-storyy job to remove the bug. ' 7 

The CIA( of its criminal activities approved by all its^' ' 

aSSlStanCe is that ° nce “ cau S ht « ^ stopped, i’his is false and 
I think/^ai^he defense itself crossed ovev into the criminal more than once. 

Jo.aii Bern dio. try to get it to accept responsibility for the raid on the Democrats' 
headquarters by bribing the Cubans. The CIA's defense is that it refused, "ids also is 
false and there is enough evidence in suppressed documentary form and suppressed secret 
testimony to take to a grand ju / /) o(\ jC^L <J 0 Cfrwrf'. 

The CIA's testimony on the^ matters is contained in the inadequate questioning of 

its topfj three of the period, SwitawqptWal Helms, Cushman and Walters, 

f w ' 

^/ ld admit * l L Cr l atin f a false identity and false documentation for Liddy, 

as 'ffeorge Leonard. '^Liddy did use these in criminal activity, of ,,£5^ 

Cb\-£ ' ' ^ t ^ ° 

job admitted^. It did process pictures %t took on that job, but it and the FBI 

both pretended that with all the intensive investigation of the leaking of the 

n . information from of Los Ana-ole <n 

Pentagon papers and the great efforts made to get/Dr. Lewis Fielding/Jft tew^S.. 

***’ !An * rt “ th,i 5ioture3 - 01 IWH* agencies had copies,,,, ant nothing to either 

when they showed Ills offices, his parking lot with his name on it and a car licensed to 

m ^uTWu^^ t±gat± ° n 15851 established the o™er of the car. ( H 
■^ublicly/^thisstory was actually swallowed, so great was the desire to cover the 

° IA and tW?BI for their transgressions, i’his, too, is traditional with the Congress and 
with much of the press • 

v/hen witnesses talking openly and answering questions fully, like McCord, were, on the 
stand the commitee avoided asking the obvious questions. The fact* it thTcubans 
were provided with false identifications. McCord spelled this out in his^book (p.3l), 

"The men were carrying false identifications, apparently from earlier plumbers' operations., 

This isn't even the tip of the iceberg. 

federal intelligence and investigative agencies know they can depend on protection 
from the Congress but they also know they have to make it possible 0 One of the means of 




ivy 



/■‘akiri:, this traditional protection-racket possible if having covers and cover stories 0 
the CIa, which could not do any business without being expert in cove r atwi^s . did much 
less than an expert job but it was enough because there seems to be no limit to what .the. , 
Congress^ cannot hold down in the name of "national security," wliich here translates into , 
covering for the illegalities and improprieties of the spooks cr^/kj/C U/Y\ 

Cl i n {'tv 'H\ • 



c 



Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, of Missouri, former Secretary for Air, is chairman 




behalf of Helms personally and the CIA in general, hardly a critical participation or V 



examination or investigation, when Helms made his three appearances before the Foreign 



marked in green, separate by asterisks,. 

The Chairman. Mr. Helms, personally I regret seeing you leave 
the CIA because I believe in seniority and experience, I think it 
has some value. I have a feeling that you know more about the CIA 
than you do Iran. Do you think that is a fair statement? 

¥r . Helms. I think that is a fair statement, Mr. Chairman. ( 
(Hearings, p.2) 



Senator Symington. Mr. Chairman, I would first say I have been 
arpiimd this town a long time, and believe Director Helms has estab- 
lished a reputation which may well have saved the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency from a good deal of additional criticism because of the 
respect of all of us for him as a person and the way he has operated. 



Senator Symington. May I congratulate you in at least one instanc 
where it was handled. (p.lf) 
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Senator John Sherman Cooper's 
was being investigated and what it 



apprehension about the certainty the 
would then do is as relevant in 1974 



FBI would know it 
as it was in 1964o 
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Later 



The later Congressman Hale Bogg asked about this in a different ±h±k 

Wiy: 1 52 fols, beginning "So I will ask you to end Russell on 155 

The kinds of people used, according to Bullies, arev"terribly bad" and they are used. 

dp < ^ 

Can they be worse than the respeciTwho lied to the people or the respect^ officials 






who lie under oath? ^ 

Can it be worse when it is not secret to the Congress and the Congress goes along 
with tit or, as happened with the CIA, its top officials and The Watergate, helped them 
lie and helped them get away with lying? 

Bid nothing about it when ; if the foregoing is not enough proof, there is much more? 

At least two aHdxaHzwaxha^za^xeadyzHeHB^ziBXEHsiiiyxtHoxojczihBsEzJsaxExeisdzxx 
of those directly involved in the caught crime had CIA relationships as of the time, one 
officially; and as we have seen, there are other Watergate}/ characters who also had CIA 
connections not only at the time of the crime but continuing thereafter, 
tet from ha the very first word i^^ave in secret, the Cl A lied. 

It could have been involved involuntarily. i 

But if it were, why lie about it? 

If involvement was involuntary, one possible explanation is that telling the truth 
would lead to more damaging disclosures. 



-■ :/ 



The entire account of The Watergate, from Nixon down, was from the first characterized 
by lying. Yet even the respected Chairman Ervin, the quoted of the bible and the indignant 
quoter of the violated Constitution, did not declare when he wobbled those e^ressive 
brows the nation's TV tubes that they had lied, for example in saying that Hunt was not 
a fohite House employee when he was cuaght and when he committed all his crimes. 

Nor did he declare that Helms and those under him lied. 

He knew of other lies, too. And asked no question. In fact, suppressed the proof. 

The Commissioners are so explicit their verbatim words need no explanations. And can 
there be better authority? Could anyone know better than the head of the CIA whose assistant 
Hunt had been? 
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Jtep. Boggs. There was no problem i 



n proving he was. e mployed 



fcy the era. 

**“■ Sullo*. ho. ^ had a cigned contract. 

.*** BC30S * 1 ' ,et!s say ?owo * s ** « **• - *i<r«ed contact 
“* to ,,as recruited by ectoene duck. man wto 

him would &aow, wow Ida *t he? 

h-i. . tulles. Yes, but he wouldn’t tell. 

The Chairman . Wouldn’t toll it under oath? 

tx. Julies, i wouldn’t think ly» would i , 

* u ~ wcaid re under oath, 

no. 

Tile Chairman. Wiy? ' 

Hr. Duilcc. He ought not tell it UBfier oaih . ^ ^ 

ten it to hie own government but would*. t toll it any other way. 

hr. McCloy . Wouldn’t he tell . 

u w* v no cell j. c to his cwn chief? 

dalles . Eo might ov macht rnt T - -i 

J i '° u * is he was a bm one 

then he wouldn’t . 

W ‘ 80998 • *"*.'& 60 *» — •* a problem * this 

“ tr “ S ' " a!ES °“ r Prdbl0 “ tm-ioa* because vou sav 

mS ■*?r. ° aa,t be *^tea under any circumstances. 

§§ 3 ‘ !iic "- 1 don,i * hinIc ^ ,f| unless you believe Hr. 

Hoover, and so forth and so on, which probably most o£ the oeople 
will. 

Hr. Kccieu. Allen, suppose somebody then you wore head of . 

Oib awe to you, another government agency and said specifi- 

** u u -- 11 cel1 Vis"., suppose the ... 

**. -•‘•s^ctonu or- the United 



States cornea to y ou end says, "Will you tell rue, Mr. Dulles?" 

M r. Dulles. I would tell the President of the United 
States anything, yes, I am under his control. He is iuy boss, 1 
wouldn’t necessarily tell anybody else, unless the President 
authorised vse to do it. vie had that core up at tires. 

Mr. McCioy. You wouMn’t tell the Secretary of Defense? 

Mr. Dulles. Well, it depends a little bit on the cireum- 
atances. If it was within the jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
Defense, but otherwise I. would go to the President, and I do on 
sore cases. 

Mr. Rankin. If that is all that is necessary, I think we 
could get the President to direct anybody working for the govern- 
ment to answer this question. If we have to we would get that 
direction. 

Mr. Dulles. What I was getting at, I think under any circum- 
stances, I think Mr. Hoover would say certainly he didn’t have 
anything to do with this fellow. 

Mr. McCloy. Sir. Hoover didn’t have anything to do with him 
but his agent. Did you directly or indirectly employ him. 

Mr- Dulles. But if he says no, I Ididn' 1 1 have anything to 
do with it. You can 1 1 prove v/bat the facts are. Yhere are no 
external evidences. I would believe Mr. Hoover. Some people 
night not. I don’t think there is any ■ extern a 1 evidence other 
than the person’s word that he did or did not employ a parfciculai 
man ns a secret agent. No matter what. 
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I'.-.r . Hcfioy. Xi >:e g ot g stat errant from the Department that 
C:'.C iVttbri-Cy General Unci perhaps £ r C’.il Hr . HcovGi." OiT frer.l jJ'P . 
Eccvor which said, "X em telling you that this loan was - ne'e in 
any way cim?ioyed by the PBX", or an the ease of .rchn McClcy 
cr the CZh, I think that probably stops us, unless we run into 
r'Cirethiuy — 

Tec. Dulles. r £hut Would be all right with me. Uhetkor it 
neats with the others — 

■•Sr., llz Cloy. Hew there is put in cur hand a document that 
skews be was paid a certain amount of money, tt aybe we would 
nave to go further than that but Z think it would be alraost in- 
cumbent upon ns to ask the head ox the agencies whether or net 
this man was an employee . 

Hop. Hoggs, oust to cram.me a little further your statement, 
I would believe that -could establish whether or not this fellow 
got $200 a month, almost certainly establish it. 

. Dulles. How could you? He is dead and you haven l t 
get his bank account or anything of that kind*. 

Sen. Bussell. She only trouble is these undercover agents 
they don*t keep one line of writing, not one word anywhere. 

Hr. Dulles. Sometimes you very often, in the Soviet, they 



